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Following please find a 4 page Reply Brief in response to the Order 
Returning Undocketed Appeal to Examiner, dated April 7, 2004 (or Examiners Answer 
dated March 26, 2004); and 2 page Facsimile Transmittal Letter. 

With respect to fees: ► No additional fee is believed to be required 

□ Charge fee to our Deposit Account No. 22-0350 

Conditional Petition 

If any extension of time for the accompanying response is required or if a petition 
for any other matter is required, applicant requests that this be considered a petition therefore. 

If any additional fees associated with this cornrnvmication are required and have 
not otherwise been paid, please charge the additional fees to Deposit Account No, 22-0350, 
Please credit overpayment associated with this communication to the Deposit Account No. 22- 
0350. 


Date: May 26, 2004 


6109 Blue Circle Drive, Suite 2000 
Minnetonka, MN 55343-9185 
Telephone: (952) 563-3000 
Facsimile: (952) 563-3001 


Respectfully submitted, 
VIDAS, AEtRETT ^^EI 
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REPLY BRIEF 


This is a Reply Brief on Appeal in response to The Exaininer's Answer 
issued March 26, 2004, 

With regard to items 1-9. on pages 2-3 of the The Examiner's Answer, 
Applicant agrees with the Examiner's statements and thanks the Examiner for the 
coirection in item 2. 


Reply to Examiner's Response to Arguments: 
Issue!: 

Group A - Claims 1, 20, 21, 23 and 25 

Further to Applicant' s arguments in the Brief on Appeal, it should also he 
noted that it is not clear whether the cited disclosure in the Sloane reference (CoL 2, lines 
20-22) is even referring to isoundboards. As has noted before, bottom or back board have 
differing desired qualities and, as such, are frequently described separately. The 
paragraph prior to the paragraph in which the cited disclosure is in starts out by 
discussing the making of backs of guitars. Then, subsequently, in the paragraph in which 
the cited disclosure is in, the reference further states that 'Tlose-wood-veneered pljwood 
is also available for backs and sides," Somidboards are only jspecifically addressed in the 
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next paragraph- As such, not only is motivation lacking in the asserted combination of 
references, it is also unclear whether the cited language in Sloane is specifically stating 
that which is asserted in the rejection. Therefore, reversal of the rejection is respectfliUy 
requested. 

Group B: Claim 2 

Further to Applicant' s arguments in the Brief on Appeal, Applicant adds 
the following. The Examiner's asserts that Sloane teaches that "Rosewood-veneered 
plywood have also been used for guitars." If the Examiner is referring to Col. 2, lines 16- 
18, of Sloane, this statement is incorrect. The sentence actually states that "[r]ose-wood- 
veneered plywood is also available for backs and sides." The statement does not refer to 
soundboards. Therefore, reversal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Group C: Claim? 

Further to Apphcant's arguments in the Brief on Appeal, Applicant also 
offers the reasons set out in CJroup B: Claim 2. As to Examiner's asseitioii as to the lack 
of benefit of the claimed arrangement, among other attributes, this construction produces 
a distinctive and unique sound. As stated in AppUcant's application on page 6, lines 13- > 
17, it has been found that using multiple layers of wood for tlie sound board, wherein 
each layer is made of a different type of wood, provides a distinctive and unique sound 
quality. The difference between the compositionai makeup, djensity, elasticity, hardness, 
soflness, etc., of the different layers adds to the unique soxmd quahty. This benefit may 
be somewhat subject, but it is a benefit nonetheless. Therefore, reversal of the rejection is 
respectfully requested ^ 
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Group D; Claim 8 

Furfher to Applicant's arguments in the Brief on Appeal, Applicant also 
offers the reasons set out in Group C: Claim 7. Therefore, reversal of the rejection is 
respectfully requested. 
Issue H: 

Group A: Claims 22 and 26 

Further to Applicant's arguments in the Brief on Appeal, Applicant also 
offers the reasons set out in Issue I: Group A. Therefore, reversal of the rejection is 
respectfully requested. 


Group B: Claim 27 

Furfher to AppUcant's arguments in the Brief on Appeal, Applicant also 
offers the reasons set out in Issue I: Group A. Therefore, reversal of the rejection is 
respectfully requested. 
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CONCXUSION 


Based on the foregoing, applicant believes that the claims arc allowable 
over the cited references. Therefore, the Board is respectfiill>^ requested to reverse the 
rejections of the claims. 
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Respectfully submitted, 


Date: May 26, 2004 



William E.lAnderson 11 
Registration No.: 37766 


